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Status 
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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters; prosecution as to the merits is 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments, see Response, filed 19 October 2007, with respect to the rejection 

of claims 1-7, 9-14, and 16 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
This rejection has been withdravm. 

2. Applicant's arguments, see Response, filed 19 October 2007, with respect to the rejection 
of claims 15 and 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 have been fiilly considered and are persuasive. The 
rejection of claims 15 and 17 has been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 4, "access point 
information" should be "access point information of the second access point" to distinguish the 
received access point information fi*om the access point information stored in the list of active 
access points; in line 5, "access point information" should be "access point information of the 
second access point"; in line 6, "access point information" should be "access point information 
of the second access point"; and in line 9, "access point information" should be "access point 
information of the second access point". Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claim 15 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 4, "access point 
information" should be "access point information of the second access point" to distinguish the 
received access point information from the access point information stored in the list of active 
access points; in line 5, "access point information" should be "access point information of the 
second access point"; in lines 6-7, "access point information" should be "access point 



Application/Control Number: 10/080,995 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2616 

information of the second access point"; and in line 9, "access point information" should be 
"access point information of the second access point". Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 6, "access point 
information" should be "access point information of the second access point" to distinguish the 
received access point information from the access point information stored in the list of active 
access points; in line 7, "access point information" should be "access point information of the 
second access point"; in line 9, "access point information" should be "access point information 
of the second access point"; and in line 11, "access point information" should be "access point 
information of the second access point". Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 5, "access point 
information" should be "access point information of the second access point" to distinguish the 
received access point information from the access point information stored in the list of active 
access points; in line 7, "access point information" should be "access point information of the 
second access point"; and in line 9, "access point information" should be "access point 
information of the second access point". Appropriate correction is required. 

7. Claim 57 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 2, "point 
information indicates" should be "point indicates". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
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pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

10. Claims 2-7, 9-14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, 
or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

1 1 . Claim 16 recites: "at least one of the processor or the memory being adapted for: . . . 
sending the access point information to a third access point". This recitation allows for the 
possibility that the memory will send access point information to a third access point. The 
Specification fails to teach how a memory transmits information on a network. As such, claim 
16 contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. 

12. Claims 44-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

1 3. Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term of a 
claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine the claim 
term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled in the art on 
notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process Control Corp. v. 
HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. Cir. 1999). The term 
"located on" in claim 44 is used by the claim to mean "the home network of the mobile", while 
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the accepted meaning is""the network to which the mobile is currently attached." The term is 
indefinite because the specification does not clearly redefine the term. 

14. Claim 5 1 recites the limitation "prior to deleting the set of access point information" in 
line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

15, The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the internationarapplication designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

16. Claims 2-7, 9-14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Heller (US 2002/0147837), of record. 

17, Regarding claims 2-7, 9-14, and 16, Heller discloses a first access point that supports 
mobility for a node that does not support Mobile IP (H [0020], where Heller's invention obviates 
the need for installing Mobile IP software on mobile nodes,. such that the mobile nodes do not 
support Mobile IP, by using base stations, i.e. access points, that support mobility for a node, see 
also TI^ [0016]-[0017]), the access point comprising: a processor (^ [0026], where the proxy is a 
computer, i.e. a processor); and a memory (^ [0028], where the "database" is a memory), at least 
one of the processor or the memory being adapted for: enabling a third access point, which is active, 
to compare a received data packet with the access point subnet to determine whether to send a 
registration request on behalf of the node using the gateway as the node's Home Agent (^j [001 8], where 
a base station, i.e. an access point, receives a link layer message, i.e. a data packet, and uses the 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/080,995 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2616 

identity of the MN, i.e. access point subnet (since the address of the MN includes the subnet 
address of its home access point subnet, ^ [0006]), to determine whether to send a registration 
request on behalf of the node to the node's HA and where the HA is a gateway, as shown in Fig. 
3). Heller also discloses that the third access point performs the registration using access point 
information identifying an access point subnet and a gateway [0029], where a base station, i.e. an 
access point, performs registration on behalf of the node using the identity of the MN, i.e. access 
point subnet, and an HA address, i.e. a gateway, as shown in Fig, 3). Heller further discloses that 
the third access point retrieves address information from a database, although Heller fails to specify 
how the database obtains this address information [001 8], where the access point "retrieves 
Mobile IP information from a database based on the identity of the MN," including "an IP 
address for each of the MN, FA and HA plus other information needed to perform the mobile IP 
registration."). 

Examiner notes that Heller does not expressly disclose receiving access point information 
from a second access point; storing the access point information such that a list of active access points 
is updated to include the access point information, the list of active access points including access point 
infomiation associated with one or more active access points, the access point information including 
information identifying an access point subnet and a gateway associated wdth the second access point; 
and sending the access point information to a third access point that supports Mobile IP to notify the 
third access point that the second access point is an active access point, thereby enabling the third 
access point to perform the registration. However, the aforementioned limitations are intended use 
limitations. A recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural 
difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the 
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claimed invention from the prior art. In this case, the recitation of the intended use of the 
claimed invention fails to result in a structural difference since the recited structure of the 
claimed invention constitutes only a processor and a memory, where such structures are taught 
by Heller, as outlined above. Since the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended 
use, it meets the claim. 

Claims 2-6, 9, 1 1, and 12 only further limit the intended use limitations of claim 16, such 
that these claims fail to recite limitations which resuh in a structural difference between the 
claimed invention and the prior art. 

Claims 7, 10, 13, and 14 similarly only recite intended use limitations which fail to resuh 
in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

18. Claims 1, 15, 17, and 49-59 are allowed for the reasons outlined in the Response filed 19 
October 2007. 

19. Claim 44-48 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel J. Ryman whose telephone number is (571)272-3152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8:00am-4:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571)272-3155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this appHcation or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the' PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct,uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Daniel J. Ryman 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2616 




